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2905 Longshore Avenue 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19149 

January 2, 1967 



Dear Mr.. Weisbergj '* '.-jr :• . \-y. : .? ' 

Have read the first 70 pages of WHITEWASH II, and before I 
go to bed tonight, I wanted to get off a word of praise to you* The chapter I 
just completed tells of your phone calls to Colonel Castorr, and (having read 
the Rich testimony in full a few weeks ago at work) I do worry about you* •♦if 
the things I- read about in November RAMPARTS have the meaning they would seem 
to have . . • 

« • * ■ : ■ ’ • ‘ : ! ■ : ^•■•7 r ,;dc;I 1-OsJb 

Having read, as you know, the other books attacking the Warren 
Report, I was only impressed all over again with my reading of the second WHITEWASH 
with how you cram more information into a few pages than all these other authors 
reveal in their entire books. Further, rather than givo the defenders of the Report 
reason for ridiculing those who attack it, as do the other books, yours contains so 
much solid information, and so many leads for future historians, that it is difficult, 
if not impossible, to really get your message in a single reading, or- even a re-reading. 
There is just too much to digest at a sitting, and this is to your great credit. 

1 say that because I am firmly convinced that the day will come, 
t be it 75 or 1.00 years from now, that students of the Kennedy Assassination will be as 
familiar with the name Harold We is berg as they will be with the Warren Report. 

* • My reason for thinking this is that before the Kennedy assassination, 

I was a great student of the Lincoln assassination, and I know very well that much 
information regarding that assassination was withheld for nearly 100 years, and indeed 
some of it is still withheld., and in fact, the author of a book on the feubject, an 
almost-neighbor, of yours, has stated that it was the present-day Secret Service who 
exerted so much pressure on the publisher of his book pertaining to the methods of the 
Secret Service of 102 years ago / that the book was suppressed after it's first edition* 

The point is that; now that much of the information about Lincoln 1 s death which was not 
available for nearly a century ,» is coming to light, and the present day authors who 
write, of it, must rely heavilly on certain contemporary personages who have> given history 
whatever it has on the subject, even though formerly suppressed. And, now at long last, 
these people can be given the credit which is, due them. L am sure the same thing will 
happen in the case of Kennedy's murder, and for my money, you are the only investigator 
who hay really given future (and present potential) investigators to work with. And, so, 

I feel sure that the day will come (far in the future, perhaps) that your name will be 
known widely by students of this subject, and your courage, hard work, and ability will 
be credited fully at last. This is my opinion, but I am as sure of it as I am that 
in the future people will finally be anxious to know the ttrnhh, just as many now are about 
that former assassination of Lincoln. I suppose that the people who praise you now do 
not number too very many, but the day will surely come when no student of this subject 
will j. not know of you and praise youi 

I was sincerly saddened to read in the Preface to your newest book 
that your health has been affected by the seriousness with which you are persuing the 
truth. I can only hope that you will realize that regardless of how strongly you regard 
the RUSH TO TRUTH you have been working on so arduously is to the solving of this crime, 
your personal health is more important. I only wish (and I mean this sincerely) that I 
were able to give you some assistance. 
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Did you read the annual "prpphecies" by Jeanne Dixon,, whose fame 
went soaring this past year with the publication of the book A GIFT OF PHROPHECY? 

It appeared in this morning's Inquirer in Philadelphia. Ruth Montgomery had asked 
Dixon to give special attention to the Oswald affair, in addition to several other 
matters * , - • - . 

Dixon says that while Oswald pulled the trigger on the shot that 
actually killed Kennedy, there were bullets coming from another rifle. <She says that 
Jack Ruby was involved, but was not at the scene of the assassination. She says that 
historians and researchers, who are trying to solve the crime should concentrate on a 
woman, not Amerioan-Born, who is in the center of the conspiracy, 
s V i . . • ../.*■ • 7. * o»-* .• • • *y : ‘ •. . . 

- v.c 1 I don't know how much reliance you put on this stuff, but it is 

interesting to read, in any case., and ^ thought I'd tell you about it in case you 
missed the column* I clipped the column, and was going to re-type it for you, but at 
the moment, I have misplaced it, so I give the above from memory* 

* - • • • ft- > , • - • 

One question I'd like to ask, but I do not expect an answer, for 
t your answers must necessarilly be on paper is this 2 Since it seems obvious that Oswald 
was, in fact, connected with the Government - did, in your opinion,, a. government agency 
ha,ve anything to do with the assassination, itself? As I say, perhaps it is stupid of 
me to expect any kind of answer. R*t, maybe the next time you write, you might indicate 
to me whether you think I am crazy for even entertaining such an idea. My own wonderings 
concern the CIA especially, dye to the seeming conflict between the CIA's training of 
anti-Castro Cubans and the easing off of tension between the US and Cuba which it is 
my impression that Kennedy was working towards. So* maybe you could tell me whether I 
am cockeyed for even thinking such a thing? I am only .wondering, of course. 

> ' . t Please slow down to the point where your health is not going to 

get worse because of this thing* The way the government and the people react, you may 
be needed around here for a good many more years*. Don't make this impossible by over- 
work! Or by tempting the wramg people to discourage your search for. truth! 

Mr* Weisberg, my most sincere admiration goes out to you, as usual. 

No need to answer this until you find a moment - even if it is quite some time from now. 
I. J ust wanted you to know how much this reader, at least, appreciates your great work 1 . 



Yours, 




